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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-15 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Snipp (U.S. 
Patent 5,699,495) in view of Yacoub (U.S. Patent 6,552,813). 

Regarding claim 1 Snipp discloses: A method of printing from a computing device 
(note Fig.2 items 12 the workstation and item 16 and 14 the print server and printer) 
said method comprising: selecting a preferred printing device to print a print task (note 
Fig.SA column 5 lines 14-17) sending said print task to a print processor (note Fig.2 
item 34 the print processor, column 4 lines 22-28 where the print processor is receiving 
data from the spooler 40) checking the status of printing devices in communication with 
said computing device (note Fig.1, column 3 lines 10-18 where the printer resources 18 
is capable of determining the status of the printer(s) 14) sending said print task from 
said print processor to said preferred printing device if it is available (note Fig.2, column 
4 lines 17-36) However Snipp does not disclose: sending said print task from said print 
processor to another available printing device if the preferred printing device is not 
available; sending said print task from said print processor to a busy printing device if 
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said preferred printing device and other printing devices are unavailable. On the other 
hand Yacoub discloses: sending said print task from said print processor to another 
available printing device if the preferred printing device is not available (please note 
column 4 lines 58-63) sending said print task from said print processor to a busy printing 
device if said preferred printing device and other printing devices are unavailable 
(please note column 6 lines 16-42). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to modify Snipp's invention according to 
the teaching of Yacoub, where Yacoub teaches the way that the other printer would be 
used if the first printer is unavailable for the purpose of having the flow of the print job 
be continues. 

Regarding claim 2 Snipp discloses: The method of claim 1 wherein said sending 
comprises transmitting spool data and EMF data to a device driver which converts said 
spool data and said EMF data to printer ready data which is sent via a spooler to a 
printing device (note column 3 lines 64-67 and column 4 lines 1-16). 
Regarding claim 3 Snipp discloses: The method of claim 1 wherein said sending 
comprises transmitting printer ready data from said print processor through a printing 
device port to a printing device (note column 4 lines 17-36). 
Regarding claim 4 Yacoub discloses: The method of claim 1 further comprising; 
rechecking the status of said printing devices in communication with said computing 
device after said print task has been sent to at least one of said preferred printing 
device said available printing device and said busy printing device (please note column 
8 lines 53-59). 
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Regarding claim 5 Yacoub discloses: The method of claim 4 further comprising 
resending said print task to another available printing device when said printing device 
to which said print task has been sent fails (please note column 4 lines 60-63). 
Regarding claim 6 Yacoub discloses: The method of claim 4 further comprising 
resending said print task to another busy printing device when said printing device to 
which said print task has been sent fails (please note column 4 lines 59-65). 
Regarding claim 7 Snipp discloses: A method of printing error recovery, said method 
comprising: sending a print task to a print processor (note column 4 lines 17-28 where 
the print document is send from the spooler 36 to the print processor 34) sending said 
print task from said print processor to a first printing device (note column 4 lines 22-36) 
checking the status of said printing device after said print task has been sent to said first 
printing device (note column 7 lines 7-8) However Snipp does not quite teach: aborting 
said sending said print task to a first printing device and sending said print task from 
said print processor to a second printing device if said first printing device fails to print 
said print task. On the other hand Yacoub discloses: aborting said sending said print 
task to a first printing device and sending said print task from said print processor to a 
second printing device if said first printing device fails to print said print task (please 
note column 4 lines 58-63 where the print job is send to the different printer if the first 
printer is not available). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in art at the time of the invention to modify Snipp's invention according to the 
teaching of Yacoub, where Yacoub teaches the way that the other printer would be 
used if the first printer is unavailable for the purpose of having the flow of the print job 
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be continues. 

Regarding claim 8 Yacoub discloses: The method of claim 7 wherein said second 
printing device is an available device (please note column 4 lines 60-65). 
Regarding claim 9 Yacoub discloses: The method of claim 7 wherein said second 
printing device is a busy device (please note column 4 lines 53-58). 
Regarding claim 10 Snipp disclose: A method for increasing the reliability of a printing 
system, said method comprising: sending a print task to a print processor (note column 
4 lines 17-28 where the print spool 36 send the print document to the spooler 40 and 
thereon to the print processor 34) checking the status of printing devices in said system 
from said print processor (note column 5 lines 25-51) sending said print task from said 
print processor to a first printing device (note column 4 lines 17-36) rechecking the 
status of said first printing device during printing of said print task (note column 7 lines 
7-8) However Snipp does not disclose: resending said print task to a second printing 
device when said first printing device fails to print said print task. On the other hand 
Yacoub discloses: resending said print task to a second printing device when said first 
printing device fails to print said print task (please note column 4 lines 58-63 where the 
print job is send to the different printer if the first printer is not available). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention 
to modify Snipp's invention according to the teaching of Yacoub, where Yacoub teaches 
the way that the other printer would be used if the first printer is unavailable for the 
purpose of having the flow of the print job be continuous. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Snipp (U.S. 
patent 5,699,495) in view of Mima et al (Pub. No.: US 20020101604) 

Regarding claim 11 Snipp discloses: A method for increasing the reliability of a cluster 
printing system, said method comprising: sending a print task to a print processor (note 
column 4 lines 17-28 where the print spool 36 send the print document to the spooler 40 
and thereon to the print processor 34) checking the status of printing devices in said 
system from said print processor (note column 5 lines 25-51) However Snipp does not 
quite disclose: splitting said print task into a plurality of modified print tasks; sending 
said modified print tasks from said print processor to a first group of printing devices; 
rechecking the status of printing devices within said first group of printing devices after 
said modified print tasks have been sent to said first group of printing devices; 
resending any of said modified print tasks to a printing device other than the printing 
device to which it was previously sent when said any of said modified print tasks fails to 
print. On the other hand Mima et al disclose: splitting said print task into a plurality of 
modified print tasks (note Fig.2 item 15a the document monitor which acts as a print 
processor divides the print job to split print jobs, page 2 paragraph 0018 and 0019) 
sending said modified print tasks from said print processor to a first group of printing 
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devices (note Fig.2 items 25a, b and c the splite print job including the print agents for 
each sent to the different printers, page 3 and 4 paragraphs 0042) rechecking the status 
of printing devices within said first group of printing devices after said modified print 
tasks have been sent to said first group of printing devices (note page 3 paragraph 0041 
and 0042) resending any of said modified print tasks to a printing device other than the 
printing device to which it was previously sent when said any of said modified print tasks 
fails to print (note page 6 paragraph 0064 and specifically lines 6-12 where the filed job 
by the printer is sent to the other available printing devices). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to modify 
Snipp's invention according to the teaching of Mima et al, where Mima et al teaches the 
way the print task is being split to be send to a group of printers for the purpose of 
providing the out data faster. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claiml4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Yacoub (U.S. Patent 
6,552,813) 

Regarding claim 14 Yacoub discloses: A print processor comprising: instructions for 
determining the status of a printing device prior to sending a print task to said printing 
device (please note column 1 1 lines 39-42 where the print processor or in this case 
server checks the status of the printers 660 and 670) and instructions for determining 
whether said printing device has successfully printed said print task (please note 
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column 1 1 lines 52-58 where the virtual printer send user and message as whether the 
print job is printed or not). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claiml2 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mima et al 
(Pub. No.: US 20020101604) 

Regarding claim 12 Mima et al disclose: A computer readable medium comprising: 
instruction for performing functions within a print processor (note page 4 paragraph 
0043 where the print monitor is acting as print processor an instruction therein) said 
instructions comprising the acts of: detecting the status of a first printing device prior to 
sending a print task to said first printing device (note page 4 paragraph 0048) 
rechecking the status of said first printing device after sending a print task to said 
printing device (note page 3 paragraph 0041 and 0042) and sending said print task to a 
second printing device when said first printing device fails to print said print task (note 
page 6 paragraph 0064 and specifically lines 6-12 where the filed job by the printer is 
sent to the other available printing devices). 

Regarding claim 15 Mima et al disclose: A method for cluster printing, said method 
comprising: sending a print task to a print processor (note Fig.2 item 15a which acts as 
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a print processor and wherein the print job is sent from the application 21 to the device 
driver and then on to the document monitor which sends the split print job to the group 
of printers, page 3 paragraph 0042) checking the status of printing devices in said 
system from said print processor (note page 6 paragraph 0062 where the status of the 
printers were checked) splitting said print task into a first quantity of modified print tasks 
with said print processor (note Fig.2 item 15a the document monitor which acts as a 
print processor divides the print job to split print jobs, page 2 paragraph 0018 and 0019) 
sending said modified print tasks from said print processor to a first group of printing 
devices (note Fig.2 items 25a, b and c the splite print job including the print agents for 
each sent to the different printers, page 3 and 4 paragraphs 0042) rechecking the status 
of printing devices within said first group of printing devices after said modified print 
tasks lave been sent to said first group of printing devices (note page 3 paragraph 0041 
and 0042) reconfiguring said print task by splitting said print task into a second quantity 
of remodified print tasks and sending said remodified print tasks to print devices other 
than printing devices which fail to print when a printing device in said first group fails to 
print (note page 6 paragraph 0064 and specifically lines 6-12 where the filed job by the 
printer is sent to the other available printing devices). 
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5:30 p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams, can be reached at (571) 272-7471. 
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